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WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )^l Responsive to communication(s) filed on 28 January 2010 . 
2a )^ This action is FINAL. 2b)0 This action is non-final. 

3) 0 Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) ^ Claim(s) 1-14,17-29 and 31-41 is/are pending in the application. 
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7) E3 Claim(s) 31_ is/are objected to. 
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Application Papers 
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Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1. The amendment, filed 1/28/2010, has been entered and made of record. Claims 1-14,17- 
29 and 31-41 are pending in the application. 

Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-14 and 17-21 have been considered but 
are moot in view of the allowance of these claims. 

2. Applicant's arguments regarding claims 22 and 34 and the Koshu in view of Dobashi 
rejection have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

As claims 22 and 34 do not require the limitation that the adhesive does not substantially 
retain its adhesive to the mobile terminal housing or lens such that sheet cannot substantially be 
re-applied once removed, the examiner deems these arguments moot. To the extent that the 
newly claimed features do remain relevant, the examiner respectfully disagrees. Dobashi 
specifically discloses that the lens protector is a barrier to substantially prevent image capture. 
As such, the examiner submits that this material at least be reflective. As to Applicant's 
argument that there is no motivation to combine Koshu and Dobashi, the examiner submits that 
the security afforded by Koshu and discussed in Koshu can be easily seen as applicable to an 
imaging system as discussed in Dobashi. 
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3. As to Applicant argument for clarification of the rejection of claims 8-14,18-21,26-29,31 
and 35-41, the examiner submits that claims 8-14 and 18-21 have been allowed, thereby 
rendering moot this request. As to claim 31, the claim has been objected to, thereby rendering 
moot this request. To the extent that claims 26-29 and 35-41 have not been clarified, the 
examiner points to Figures 3-5 and the Abstract of Otten et al. (US # 6,537,634). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

1 . Claims 22-25 and 32-34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
the Japanese Publication of Koshu (Japanese Publication Number: JP 2003-345255 A) in view of 
the Japanese Publication of Dobashi (Japanese Publication Number: JP 2002-318404 A). 
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As to claim 22, Koshu teaches a mobile terminal ([0001], ". . .object. . .") comprising: a 
sheet having an upper surface (Drawing 2, surfaces "2-4") and a lower surface (Drawing 2, 
cushion layer "5"); and an adhesive applied on the lower surface of the sheet, wherein the sheet 
may be releasably adhered to the surface of the mobile terminal ([0010], [001 1] and [0017]); and 
wherein the sheet is altered upon removal from the surface ([0015]). The claim differs from 
Koshu in that it further requires that the mobile terminal be used in a wireless communication 
system and include a housing and an imaging device disposed within the housing for capturing 
an image through a lens and that the sheet covers the lens to substantially prevent substantially 
clear image capture, covers only the lens and any portion of the housing of the imaging device 
and be of a reflective film or opaque material. 

In the same field of endeavor, Dobashi teaches a digital camera used in a wireless 
communication system (Drawing 1 and 14) including a reflective sheet acting as a barrier 
mechanism placed over a lens and any portion of the housing of the camera to prevent 
substantially clear image capture (Drawing 1). In light of the teaching of Dobashi, the examiner 
submits that it would have been obvious to combine the inventions of Koshu and Dobashi to 
achieve the same security afforded the objects of Koshu. Furthermore, Dobashi teaches that the 
barrier mechanism acts as protection for the optical system to prevent image capture. 

As to claim 23 and 24, Koshu, as modified by Dobashi, teaches a mobile terminal as 
recited in claim 22. Although Dobashi does not state it explicitly, Official Notice is taken that 
camera phones are well known and expected in the art. One of ordinary skill would look to apply 
the method of Koshu to camera phones for the advantages stated in Dobashi. 
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It is noted by the examiner that because applicant has failed to timely traverse the old 
and well known statement above, it is now taken as admitted prior art. See MPEP 2144.03 (c). 

As to claim 25, Koshu, as modified by Dobashi, teaches a mobile terminal as recited in 
claim 22, wherein the imaging device is a camera (see Dobashi, Drawing 1). 

As to claim 32, Koshu, as modified by Dobashi, teaches a mobile terminal as recited in 
claim 22, wherein the sheet is altered upon removal and the alteration of the sheet includes 
irreversible destruction of the sheet upon removal (see Koshu, [0015]). 

As to claim 33, Koshu, as modified by Dobashi, teaches a mobile terminal as recited in 
claim 22, wherein the adhesive is a pressure-sensitive adhesive for producing a bond between the 
sheet and the housing of the mobile terminal or the lens ([0010] and [001 1]). 

As to claim 34, claim 34 is a method claim corresponding to the apparatus claim 22. 
Therefore, claim 34 is analyzed and rejected as previously discussed with respect to claim 22. 

2. Claims 26-29,35-41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Dobashi (JP 2002-3 1 8404 A) in view of the admitted and submitted prior art. 

As to claims 26-29,35-41, the admitted and submitted prior art teaches all of the 
limitations of these claims. In light of the teaching of the art, one of ordinary skill would 
recognize that the security labels of this prior art could be applied to the camera of Dobashi. 
These labels provide can provide proof of whether someone has tampered with the object. 



Allowable Subject Matter 
1. Claim 1-14 and 17-21 are allowed. 
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The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: As to claim 1, the 
prior art of record does not teach or fairly suggest an apparatus for securing a mobile terminal 
including a housing and an imaging device disposed within the housing for capturing an image 
through a lens, the securing apparatus comprising a sheet having an upper surface, lower surface 
and an adhesive applied on the lower surface, wherein the adhesive does not substantially retain 
its adhesiveness upon removal from the mobile terminal housing or lens such that the sheet 
cannot substantially be re-applied once removed, in combination with the rest of the claim. 
Claims 2-14,16 and 17 are allowed as being dependent upon claim 1. 

Any comments considered necessary by applicant must be submitted no later than the 
payment of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should preferably accompany the issue 
fee. Such submissions should be clearly labeled "Comments on Statement of Reasons for 
Allowance." 

2. Claim 3 1 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be 
allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and 
any intervening claims. 

The reasons for indicating allowable subject matter can be found in claim 1 as the reasons 
for allowance. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to ANTHONY J. DANIELS whose telephone number is (571)272- 
7362. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 A.M. - 5:30 P.M.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Sinh Tran can be reached on (571) 272-7564. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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